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ted that "schismatism is winning (read: the Prau da-is ts are winning) one suicidal victory after another." And to this he (adds:
"Numerous advanced workers, in a state of utter political bewilderment, themselves often become active agents of a split" (No. 1, p. 6).
Is it possible to find a more glaring example of irresponsibility on this question than that revealed by these words? You accuse us of being schisnuatists when the only thing that confronts us in the arena of the working-class movement in Russia is Liquidatorism. So you think that our attitude towards Liquidatorism is wrong? And indeed, all the groups abroad that we enumerated above, no matter how much they may differ from each other, are agreed that our attitude towards Liquidatorism is wrong, that it is "schismatic." This, too, reveals the similarity (and fairly close political kinship) between all these groups and the Liquidators1.
If our attitude towards Liquidatorism is wrong in theory, in principle, then Trotsky should 'say so straightforwardly* and state definitely, without equivocation, why he thinks it is wrong. But Trotsky has been evading this extremely important point for years.
If our attitude towards Liquidatorism has been proved wrong in practice, by the experience of the movement, then this experience should be analyzed; but Trotsiky fails to do this, too. "Numerous advanced workers," he admits, "become active agents of a split" (reiad: active agents of the Prouda-ist -line, tactics, system and organization).
What is the cause of the deplo-nable fact, which, as Trotsky admits, is confirmed by experience, that the advanced workers, and numerous advanced workers at that, stand for Prauda?
The "utter political bewilderment" of these advanced workers, answers Trotsky.